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Amendment <ichardson, 09/835,543 



9 August 2003 



This is in re.*^ se to the communication mailed 9 April, 2003. 



Claims 1-5 a 10-49 are pending. Claims 5-16 were cancelled by the arr 
August, 200 laims 17-19 are cancelled by this Amendment. Claim 20 
the depende from claim 19. Claim 40 is amended to correct a typogra 



ment filed 23 
mended to cancel 
;al error. 



Claims 1-4 

The Examin ad raised Welch et al. as an obstacle to the patentability t 

49. As disci) J by telephone with the Examiner on 21 July, 2003, Welc 
or suggest ising a selected input light beam on a first selected refleci 

element" as rned in claim 1 . By contrast, Welch et al. disclose a switc 

light beams ract with gratings (17). Where Welch et al refer to "focv 

7, Welch et ire referring to elements (23) which focus the collimated 

grating (17) :i an output amplifier (25) as described at col. 4, In. 38-4C 



aims? 1-4 and 17- 
al fails to teach 
optical switching 
\ which collimated 

at col. 3, In. 5- 
m deflected by a 



The other ci references fail to remedy this deficiency. 



Therefore, 1 Vpplicant submits that claim 1, and claims 2-4 which dep< 
in condition allowance. 



from claim 1, are 



Claims 21-2 
Claim 21 re 
located will 
selected inp 
other eleme 



5 "wherein more than one of said selectable reflective opi 
he range over which said adaptive optical element is capi 
glu beam". The Applicant submits that this feature in co5 
of claim 21 distinguishes the cited references. 



elements are 
of focusing said 
lation with the 



Therefore t vpplicant submits that claun 2 1, and claims 22-24 which c 
are in cond ( for allowance. 



;nd fi-om claim 21 



Claims 25-: 
Claim 25 re 
optical sigi: 
of the reflc' 
vary a focu 



s "the at least one adjustable focus optical element confi^ d to focus the 

rito a currently selected one of the reflective elements an jon a different one 

: elements becoming the currently selected one of the ref ve elements, to 

the adjustable focus optical element to focus the optical al onto the 
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dilTereat one of the i cilv.-vi^>;*»tement&'\ The Appllc.i;tt submits that this feature Iri 
combination with the other ments of claim 25 distinguishes the cited references. 

Therefore the Applicant su ts that claim 25, and claims 26-37 which depend from cla 25 
are in condition for allowai 



Claim 38 

Claim 38 has been amende^ 



r clarity. 



Claim 38 recites "a pluralit 
optical elements ... capable 
input channels onto any on 
elements, each of the plura 
located to require a differei 
Applicant submits that this 
distinguishes the cited refei 



adjustable focus optical elements, each of the adjustable 
focusing an optical signal from the corresponding one of 
r a plurality of the plurality of individually switchable refle 
of the plurality of individually switchable reflective eleme 
acus setting of the adjustable focus optical element". The 
Lure in combination v^th the other elements of cl^m 38 



;us 



ve 



:es. 



Therefore the Applicant su ts that claim 38 is in condition for allowance. 



Claim 39 

Claim 39 recites "operating 
the input channel onto the 
combination with the other 



adjustable focus optical element to focus the optical sign from 
ective element". The Applicant submits that this feature ii 
ments of claim 39 distinguishes the cited references. 



Therefore the Applicant su 
are in condition for allowai 



ts that claim 39, and cl^ums 40-45 which depend from oh 39 



Claim 46 

Claim 46 has been amende 
from the selected input cht 
clement". The Applicant si 



^r clarity. Claim 46 recites "altering a focus of an optical t lal 

'1 to focus the optical signal onto the actuated reflective 

its that this feature in combination with the other element f 



claim 46 distinguishes the ^ i references. 



Therefore, the Applicant si 
are in condition for allowa 



tits that claim 46, and claims 47-48 which depend from cl i 46 
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Claim 49 t^"^ ' ' ^ ' * - 

Claim 49 recites "focusing a se jd radiation beam on a first selected reflective optical 

nd reflective optical switching element; and, focusiing th« 
>nd reflective optical switching element." The Applicant 
cext of claim 49 distinguishes the cited references. 



switching element; selecting a f 
selected radiation beam on the 
submits that this feature in the 



Therefore, the Applicant submi lat claim 49 is in condition for allowance. 



Other Art 

The Examiner drew the Applic 
submits that all of the pending 
variable focus optical element i 
claims of this appUcation whicl 



s attention to Giles et al. (6,41 1,751). The Applicant 
ins distinguish Giles et al. Giles et al. fails to disclose a 
fails to teach or suggest the features of the independent 
i referenced above. 



Conclusion 

The Applicant respectfiiUy reqi 
of the amendments and remark 



s reconsideration and allowance of this application in vie 
esented above. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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